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BBEJIEHHE MPECBATbIA JEBbI BO XPAM 


Yepes Tpv rogza no poxzeHuH, IIpecsatan Jlepa, moO aHHOMy ee po- 
AMTeAAMH OG6eULaHHW, NpHBeszeHa Oblia B xXpam Boxuii. SAecb, BAA OT 
MHpa, OHA MpoBeda CBOH AeTCKHe MH OTPONeCKHe FOAbI: YacTO WH NOLO 
MOJHJacb, CcOOMMWAala NOCT, NpHaeKHO 4NTala COBO boxne. Hakouell 
noxKedala H BCH CBOHW XKH3Hb MOCBATHTb Ha CJlyxKeHHe EmMy HU JIA cero 
Bcerfa NpeObiBaTb AeBoW. 














CHO 


HA TIPA3J.HWK BBEJEHHS BO XPAM BOXOKHEM MATEPH 


C mpa3aqHuKoM! Bpbi cJbllladH ceroqHA, BO3- 
mro6seHHbIe OpaTbA HW CeCTPbI, TaKHe COBAa: 
«AHreJbl BxOxZeHHe [IpeuncTbin 3pAlile, yAH- 
BHulacA Kako JleBo BHHZe BO CBATaH CBATHIX>. 
Bo CsBstas CBATbIX CaMy!0 CBALLLCHHYW YaCTb 
BeXTO3aBeTHOrO XpaMa HHKTO He MOF BXOJMTb, 
— HH HapoOd, HH JaxkKe CBALLCHHHKH, OHH TOJIb- 
KO Me€pBOCBALLCHHHK MOF BXOJHTb Tyla, H TO 
TOAbKO OHaxKAbI B rod. MW Bapyr Jlepa BxoQuT 
Bo CsBstan CBATbIX, UTOObI TAM XKHTb, Haxo- 
MHTbCA HempecTaHHO. HeyAHBUTebHO MOITOMY, 
4TO, BHAA 9TO HEOGbIKHOBeHHOe COObITHe, «AH- 
reibl yYAHBHWwaca». Ei, Mpenenopounehwe u 
Ceateiwel, 0KHO ObINO TaM BOCNHTATbCA «B 
*HIKULe BowkHnem». «AKO OyWeBAeHHOMYy Bo- 
#KHIO KHBOTY la HHKaKO He MpHKOCHeTCA pyKa 
CKBepHbiIx». UrTroObl OyuieBIeHHOMy boxH10 
KMBOTY, T. e. Bowuet Matepu He NMpHKOCHyacb 
HHKaKas PyKa CKBePHbIX. K BETXO3aBETHOMY KH- 
BOTY — CBATbIHH eBpelickoro Hapola, — Kpome 
AeBHTOB He NOAaraioch HHKOMY MpHKacaTbcs. 
TlepeHocuTb ero Ha3Ha4eHbI ObIIH CnelMadb- 
Hble JHila. KTO *Ke H3 NOCTOPOHHHX NpHKacalca 
K HeMy, TO yMHpad. 

Tenepb xe Hao6opoT, KTO npHGeraeT K 3TOMY 
«OAYUICBICHHOMY KHBOTY» — Bowne Matepn, 
TO ero CKBepHa O4HKUaeTCA. Oxa — Boxwus Ma- 
Tepb Tenepb cTata SauiMTHHUeH OGM KeHHDIX, 
YHHKeHHbIX, OCKOpOeHHbIX. [lO9TOMy MbI Tak 
wv 1106umM npuG6eratTb K Boxwuel Matepu 3a yte- 
WweHHeM, 3a 3allHTOW, 3a NOMOWbO. HU CTOHT 
TOAbKO OO6paTHTbcA K Heli, Kak (HeH3BECTHO) 
OTKYa, H€OMKH1aHHO, NPHXOAHT K HaM NMOMOLLb 
H yTeumenve... TlosToMy TO xOpoulo senmaeT 
IIpapocnaBHan LlepkoBb, 4TO NOUNTaeT 3TOT 
mpa3qHHk Bpezenus BO xpam boxuel Mare- 
pu... «Beanyaem Ta, IIpecsatan Jleso, Boro- 
w30paHHaa OTpoKoBHue, H YTHM, @xKe B XpaM 
FocnoyzeHb BxoxeHHe TBOoe>... 

M Ham BcemM caenyeT c oco6o10 an6oBHWO H 


PeBHOCTHIO BXOJHTb Yale B XxpamM boxuii. 
MO>KHO CKa3aTb, 4YTO 4YeNOBeEK CaMbIM JY4UIHM 
ObiBaeT, HMCHHO, B Xpame. 3/eCb Yallle CHHCXO- 
AMT MHp B ero JLylly, CTpacTH Gonee ycbinaior, 
NOTOMY 4TO H CBATOCTb MeCTa, H OorocayKeHHe, 
H MOJHTBAa, H ONarOoaTb, H NOMOWb Bowus 
conelictByeT 9TOMy. Y Hero npocbinalwTcsA Ay4- 
wie 4YBCTBa ero AYWUIH — ApyxKObi K 4eOBeKy 
H Apyr K Apyry, 4yBcTBa 0ONeHHA Apyr K Apy- 
Ky HM HHble XpHcTHaHcKHe OOponetenn. Onn 
MIpOCcHYTCH y Hero CKOpee, HMECHHO, eCJIH OH Ya- 
ule 6yeT «OKYHaTbCA» B aTMOCcdepy IIpaBo- 
cuaBHoro BorociayxeHHA MH MOJIMTBBI. 

Bot moueMy, HMeHHO, CTOJb MOwe3HO HaM 
BOCNOMHHaHHe cero BeJIHKOrO XPHCTHaHCKOrO 
mpa3aqHHKa BBexenun BO Xpam Boxueh Marte- 
pu, rae Ona sce BpemMa mpeOniBata B MOJIMTBE, 
uTeHHH clOBa Boxua, SGeceme c Anreswamu U 
pykKoyeiHH, MoKa Ona He Cyetatacb Martepbto 
Boxuew, Matepbio CnacutTeia Halllero W BCero 
yerOBe4eCcKOrO porta. 

Bot novemy uw JlaBpug Llapp-IIcammoneseu 
B3bIBaeT: «KoOub BO3TIOOHX Oaromenve OMY 
TBoero H MeCTO CeJeHHA CaBbI TBOeA»... H 
«BO3xKeNexX Maye MpuMeTaTucn B AOMy bora 
Moero, HexKe X%KHTH MH B CeJICHHHX IpellHH- 
GHX>... 

A Bo3m106uB Onaromenue Jloma Boxwxus, MbI 
ckopee Bo31100uM xu Ty, Koropas Bouta B Jom 
Boxu BOCNMTaTHCA «B XKHAMIe boxnemM» HU 
6yaem mputeKaTb K He ycepaHee, YTOObI OMbI- 
ach UW Hallia CKBepHa AyUIeBHaA HM TeTeCHas. 
Bot 93TH 2Be BeLlILH — 4aCTOe BXOXKMeHHe B XpaM 
Boxwxui WH NpuTekaHHe Cc MOJHTBOH K Tol, Ko- 
Topax Bouma B Jlom boxuk, MOryT cO3aTb 
B JlyulaX HaulMxX HW Cepslax HallHX NOAAMHHbIN 
JOM XPHCTHAHCKHX AOOpoeterteh, B 4eM HM Ja 
noOMOxXeT Ham BceM Tocnodb 3a MOHTBHI IIpe- 
uncThIn CBaoen Matepu. AMHHb. 

* Deonop, Enuckon Aprentuuckni 
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Orthodoxy and Heterodoxy 


In the latter times some shall de- 
part from the faith, giving heed 
to seducing spirits, and doctrines 


of devils (1 Tim. 4:1). 


We are warned many times in Holy Writ that ‘‘false 
prophets’’ would arise (Mark 13:22) to mislead Chris- 
tians and the Apostle said they would come “speaking 
perverse things, to draw away disciples after them” 
(Acts 20:29-30). Countless Christians sects exist today 
in the world. These groups split off at one time or 
another from the Church, perverted Christian doctrine, 
and often subdivided into sects of microscopic numbers 
over disagreements on minute points of heresy. Some 
of these groups claim to be part of the Christian 
Church, others claim to be ¢He Christian Church, and 
with their “false prophecies” keep millions outside the 


true Orthodox Church of Christ. 


Some of these sects are of the opinion, it would 
seem, that the Bible, rather than the Holy Spirit, des- 
cended upon the heads of the Apostles at Pentecost; 
others that the Gentle Jesus founded a militaristic dic- 
tatorship to rule His Church with its seat of power in 
Italy; and still others, wanting to be “‘all things to all 
men,” claim to be both in the Church and out of it at 
the same time by describing themselves as being both 
“Catholic and Protestant.” But the most dangerous of 
all, are those who claim to be Orthodox and yet remain 
outside of Orthodoxy. Some of these latter are in ex- 
ternal appearances hardly distinguishable from the true 
Church—and therein lies the hidden snake. 


But as Christ is one, and Holy Church is His Body, 
she can only logically be one. As there are not two 
Christs, so, there cannot be two Churches. And this 
one Church founded by Our Lord exists today and will 
exist until the end of time and “the gates of hades 
shall not prevail against her.” 


Any unbiased historian can prove the Orthodox 
Catholic Church to be this same Church founded dur- 
ing God’s sojourn upon earth among men. All other 
“Churches” who claim to be Christian and even use 
such adjectives as ‘‘Catholic, Apostolic, and even Ortho- 
dox” to describe themselves cannot trace their origin 


further back than the eleventh century and some of them 
not even as far back as the beginning of the present 
century. These are the “false prophets” of whom we 
are warned by Our Lord and Savior (Matt. 7:15). 

The “‘notes’” of the Church, One, Holy, Catholic, and 
Apostolic, recited in the Symbol of Faith at every celeb- 
ration of the Divine Liturgy, are important in deter- 
mining the legitimacy of a group which claims to be 
a part of the Church. None are One if they are not in 
communion with Orthodoxy and do not “remain in 
the Faith and Life of their Fathers through communion 
in the One Bread and the One Chalice.’” They cannot 
be Holy if they are broken off from Christ’s Sacred 
Body. They are not Catholic if they teach more or less 
than the “complete and integral’ Faith taught by the 
Church. They are not Apostolic if they do not remain 
in the ‘Faith once delivered to the Saints” (Jude 3). 

There are several groups in America which claim to 
be Orthodox without being in the Orthodox Church. 
Some are groups of “Americans” who have a distaste 
for the “nationals or racialists’’ as they term them and 
insist that there should be an “American Church for 
Americans.” In their conception of what Orthodoxy 
should be, some reject various disciplinary canons which 
the Church adopted at the Holy Ecumenical Councils, 
others even deny such essential dogmas as that of the 
Ever-Virginity of the Theotokos. There are several 
sects such as the Vitalyites and Theophilites whose 
main interest is not in holding to Catholic Orthodoxy 
but in propagating church dissension, and in 
general a contempt for the Church of Christ. Not a 
few of these groups have a basic misconception of the 
essence of Christianity itself and all of them have er- 
roneous ideas as to the true nature of the Holy Ortho- 
dox Church of which they claim to be a part. In a 
word, none of these groups hold the complete Faith. 

Thus you cannot be Orthodox outside of Orthodoxy. 
Even if all your beliefs are exactly as in Orthodoxy, 
even if your manner of worship is completely the same, 
even if you accept entirely a// of the Orthodox Catholic 
Faith—you are not Orthodox, Catholic, or even Chris- 
tian, in the true sense of the word, if you are not in 
communion with the Church. 





Otzen O*HUMAaAbHbIA 





PAGHOPAXERHA 
NO IKSAPXATY 


No 128, 14 nos6pa 1948 r. 


Ton Konyaetca. IIpuxonpn co6upawr Obmee 
Fonauunoe CoGpanne. bor OnarocaoBut Tpy Abi 
sioneH, paboTawulHx Jaa mpocaaBaenua Llep- 
KBH. 


KenatTeabuo, 4ToOn! Bce 4“renb! I lpHxo0B 
V4UaCTBOBa.lH B 3ITHX coOpannunax. 

IIpowy CilelaTb OT1peweseHHe OTHOCHTCIbHO 
noasepxKanua Enapxuvanbunoro Llentpa. 


Ms36upaiite B Komutethi alle npeaHnnpix 
LlepkBH, 4eCTHDIX, OAarO4eCTHBbIX H MYJIPbIx 
PYKOBOAJMTeTeH MpHXOACKOH *XKH3HH. 

M36panHbix MpOlly He OTKA3bIBaTbCA OT CBO- 
HX JOJDKHOCTeH, NPHHeCTH WeEPKOBHY!O NpHcary 
Ha 2OOpoe uw 4eCTHOe AeAaHHe Ha NOAb3y H 
6aaro Llepxsu. 


bor Oaarocaosut! 
+; Apxuenuckon Maxkapuii. 


Ne 129. 30 Hon6psa 1948 r. 


Hanomuuaw Bcem 0.0. HacTrosteaam mpHxo- 
OB HW AKWAM AVXOBHOTO 3BaHHA, YHCAAULAMCH 
B cmucKax Kaupa Pycckoh IIpapocaaByHoi Ka- 
doanyeckoh Llepksn sp Amepuke sBBepeHHoro 
MHe DK3apxaTa, YTO HM BCeEM HalexKHT ObITb 
NOANMC4YHKaMH Hallero O*uuUKaAbHOrO OpraHa 
neywatTu *KypHadaa <Eganan Llepkosb», Tak *K¢ 
Kak MH «)KypHana Mockosckoh IlatpuHapxun», 
OCBeLLAalOLHX WEPKOBHYHO XH3Hb Ha Hae Po- 
MHe HM 3ecb B AMepHKe, MH ABAAOULHMHCA Gec- 
CNOPHO BaXKHbIMH HM HHTePeCCHbIMH H31aHHsAMH. 


boabpwe Toro, 9TH XKYPHAAbI HYAKHO pac- 
NpOcTpaHATb B BO3SMOXHO OoubuIeM KOHYe- 
cTBe, KaK CPeAH NPHXOXKAaH HalliHX NPHXOOB, 
TaK HM CPCAM PYCCKHX aMepHKaHlleB, KHHTeEPecyN- 
WLMXCH NOAOAKCHHEM WePKOBHHIX Aer. Jlan 9TO- 
ro npowy o. o. Hacrosterxei npuHATL, Bce 20- 
CTYNHBIe HM MePbI AA HaH6oabuiero pacnpo- 
CTPpaHeHHA 3ITHX H3LaHHA HW LAA CBOeBpemMeHHO!i 
HM CKOpOH onsaThl UX cCTOMMOCTH. Kaxaznii Went 
BLIPYYCHHLIE OT NpowaKH xAypHana «Epnnan 
Llepkosb», «</KypHana Mockoscxoh I[latpuap- 
XHH> HM APYrHX H3AaHHH AOAKeH NOCTyNaTh B 
Kaccy M3faTeabctBa «Egunol Llepksu» na 
yayuulenHe AKYPHada HW Ha yNAaTy pacxooB no 
ero H32aHHW. Yonex KypHadta 3aBHCHT BCeLeAO 
OT YCHAHA KaxKMOrO 4“AeHa HalleroO DkK3apxata 
M KaxkJbIA MOKCT H AOMKCH CMY NOMOUD. 


EMUHASA WEPKOBDB 
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BoicokonpeocsauienHbih Makapni, Apxuenn- 

cxon Aazeyrckni nu Cesepo-AmepnkanckHi, 

Sx3apx Mockosckoi [atpuapxun, y Paku Cas- 

TuTean Anexcua MockoscKkoro B IlatpHapuiem 
Co6ope sp Mockse 


His Eminence, Archbishop Macarius before the 
relics of St. Alexis of Moscow in the Patriarchal 
Cathedral in Moscow 








OT PEJIAKLLMH XKYPHAJIA 


Penakunonnan Koaserna xKypHata «E Annas 
LlepKOBb NIPpOCHT CBOHX NOAMHCUHKOB CBOeBpe- 
MCHHO BOSOOHOBHTb CBOH NMOAMHCKH H HeMeJ- 
J@HHO YIJaTHTb HX CTOHMOCTb B KaCCy XKYPHa- 
ja. Hacrosteseii mpHxOOB HW AKU, 3aHHMalo- 
WLMXCH PacipocTpanheHHeM H MpoOdaxkeH *KypHa- 
Jia, TIPOCHM HeMeAMCHHO PaCC4HTaTbcH 3a BCE 
panee MOMV4eHHbIe HOMepa HW MOcTapaTbcA yCcH- 
AMTb T1pO1axKY WH NOBLICHTh YHCIO MOTY4YaeMbIx 
MMH 9IK3CMILISPOB AKyPHada. Bce AeEHeXKHDIe NO- 
ACPTBOBAHHHA HK paccueTLI HaAWexKHT Halipa- 
BIATb Ha HMA CekpeTapsA *XypHada C. WH. Ty- 
cepa-Open6Oyprckoro. 
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PYCCKAA MPABOGIIABHAA LWEPKOBb WM EE AMEPHKAHCKAA BETBb 


The Church of Russia and Her American Branch 


ITO O*uunalbHoOe 3anBAeHHe OnI- 

0 HaMucaHO B OTBeT Ha CTAaTbIO 

P. M. Apkyula B 2X ypHasie enucKo- 
naioB «/KuBasn LlepKopp>. 


«M60 HatarbcTByOUle CTpallHbl He 
ia = oOGppix fet, HO IA 3bIX>. 
(Pum. XIll, 3). 


PeBOJIOWHOHHDIN =AYX, KOTOPbIM TPHAWATb 
eT TOMY Ha3a OXaPaKTePH3OBaacb 93NO0xa 
PYCCKOH PeBOJHOLHH, MPOHHK TakxKe H B Llep- 
KOBHbIe KpyrH. B Poccuu OH BhIpasHacs B Mac- 
COBOM yXOJe@ MHPAH, CBALLCHHHKOB H axe 
enHCKONOB B OOHOBAeHYeCKHH H XKHBOMEPKOB- 
HbIH pacKOJ. 


3aecb B AMepHKe TOT Ke MATE@XKHBI AyX 10 
CHX Mop eme rocnozcTByeT B Hallei cpeze. 
HeckOJbKO OTKOJOBUIHXCA OT I]lpaBocaaBHO 
LlepKBH rpylin, HacTaHBaloT Ha CBOel He3aBH- 
CHMOCTH, He NOAepxKHBaA HHKAKHX B3aHMOOT- 
HOWeHHH MexAY COOOH H He Kea MOYHHATb- 
ca Buicuweh Llepkosuoh Baacrtu. 


M3 93THX OTCHBUIHXCA WePKOBHbIX rpynn 
HaHOOuee 3HAYHTeCIbHYWO BOSIIaBAAeT MHTPO- 
nOwHT Peodua, a 1KOPHCKOHCyAbTOM ee ABIAeT- 
ca Paap M. Apxkyui. 


B cBoeH cTaTbe, O3araaBareHHolt «PyccKkan 
IIpapocaapHan Llepkopb un Ee AmepHkanckas 
BeTBb»>, HaleuaTaHHOoli 3-ro OKTAOpA B XKyp- 
Hane «<JInBpHHr Uepu», r. APKylll AaeT cBOe TO.- 
KOBaHHe OTJeeHHA 9TOH rpynnb oT Matepu 
Pyccxoh [Ipapocaaspnoh Llepken. Untatersm 
«JImpuHHr Uepue HecOMHeHHO OyneT HHTepecHo 
O3HAKOMHTbCH C PHAOM (hakTOB, Ha KOTOPBIe 
r. Apkyu! He OO6paTHa HX BHHMAaHHe, HO KOTO- 
pble AaMyT BOSMOXHOCTH AVUUIe OCBETHTb XKH- 
BoTpenemlyutHi BONpoc packowa B_ Pycckoili 
lepKOBHOHK cpenze B AmepHke. 


26-ro HosOpsa B rop. KanBasHae cocToncA 
Co6op PycckHx enHcKONOB, CBAULCHHHKOB H 
MHPAH, 4YHCIOM OKONO 250 4eOBeK, CbeXaB- 
WwiMxcA CO BCex KOHWOB AmMepukKi H Kanani. Co- 
Oop 9sTOT NocTaHOBHA: «npocHTb Ero Cestei- 
wectso [larpHapxa Mockosckoro BoccoeH- 
HHTb Hac B CBOe JOHO KH Npe6biBaTb HawHM Jly- 
XOBHbIM OTLOM NIPH YCAOBHAX COXpaHeHHs Ha- 
wei NOAHOH aBTOHOMHH, CyulecTBylOuleH B Ha- 
cTosilee Bpema». CoOop NOpy4hl MHTPONOMHTY 
Peoduay HW ero MHTPOTMOAH4beMy COBEeTY IIpPH- 
BeCTH 3TO NocTaHoOBeHHe B HCTHOWHeHHe. Mut- 


Note: The following article was written 

for Protestant magazine The Living 

Church, but is printed herein for the 
edification of our own readers. 


For rulers are not a terror to good 
u orks, but to the evil (Rom. 3333). 


The insurgent spirit which thirty years ago character- 
ized the era of the Russian Revolution also permeated 
the ecclesiastical circles. There it expressed itself in 
mass dissension of the Russian Orthodox people to- 
gether with several of the higher clergy. 


Today this spirit of revolutionary insurgence is still 
in our midst in this country. Severay dissident groups 
still persist as separate “Orthodox Church” units un- 
answerable to any higher authority and not having 
relations with one another. 


Of these dissenting groups the largest is the one 
presently headed by Metropolitan Theophilus and 
whose legal representative is Mr. Ralph Montgomery 
Arkush. In his article of October 3rd: “The Church of 
Russia and Its American Branch,” published in the 
“Living Church,” Mr. Arkush gives his version of the 
split of this Church unit from the Mother Church in 
Moscow. 


It will be of interest to readers of the “Living 
Church” that there are several facts which Mr. Arkush 
overlooked and which will help shed a clearer light on 
this far-reaching subject. 


In Cleveland, on November 26th, 1946, a convoca- 
tion (Sobor) of Bishops, Clergy, and Laity numbering 
over 200 delegates, forgathered from all parts of the 
United States and Canada. A resolution was adopted 
there ‘“‘to ask His Holiness the Patriarch of Moscow to 
reunite us within his fold and to continue to be our 
Spiritual Father with the provision that we preserve 
complete autonomy existing at the present time.” 


The Sobor charged Metropolitan Theophilus and his 
Council to carry out the resolution. Subsequently Met- 
ropolitan Theophilus sent a request to the Patriarch of 
Moscow asking him to receive the American Church 
“into his fold, and to continue to be our Spiritual 
Father.” In his reply by telegraph the Patriarch in a 
fatherly manner received the American flock into 
“prayerful unity” with the Russian Church, and, in 
recognition of this fact, asked Metropolitan Theophilus 
to concelebrate Divine Liturgy with the Patriarchal Ex- 
arch in America. Moreover he promised to send his 
personal delegate for more detailed discussions of the 
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ponoaut Peodua, coraacHo 3TOMY NOpy4eHHD, 
otTnpaBua IlatpHapxy Mockosckomy npocb6y 
npHuatb AMepuHkanckyW LlepkoBb «B CBOe JOHO 
H npeOpipaTb HawwHM J/lyxoBHbim OTWOM>. 


B cBoeii oTBeTHoh Teazerpamme I[latpHapx 
oTeyeCKH NpHHAaA AMepHKaHCKyW MacTBy B MO- 
AMTBeHHOe eHHeHHe Cc Pycckoh LlepkoBbW H B 
3HaK 3akpenaeHHA Cero BOCCOCAHHEHHA NpOcHA 
MUTPpONOAMTa Peoduaa cocayxXuUTb Cc ero Ilat- 
pHapwiuM OSkK3apxom boxectBenuyw JIuMtTyp- 
ruw. Ou Takxe o6ellaal NpucsaTb cBoero Nod- 
HOMOYNHOrO NperzcTaBuTeaa B AmMepuky 110 6o- 
dee eTaibHoro o6cyxKAeHHA nNpocHMoh Ame- 
pHKaHckOH LlepKoBbiO aBTOHOMHH. IIpocb6y 
llarpHapxa O COBMeCTHOM COCJVKeHHH MHTpO- 
noaut Peodua octaBua 6e3 BHHMaHHA, a I IaT- 
pHapxy OTBeTHA, 4YTO HaOOHOCTH B NpHesze 
ero Ilarpuapwiero Tlocaa OH He BHAT, XOTA 
npenstTcTBHH K TOMY He MMeeT! 


Jletom 1947 roaza B Amepuky npvexad MUTpO- 
noaut [puropuii, Kak ykKa3aHo B liaTpHapuiem 
Vka3e: «umerwulnii B Cepepo-AmMepHkaHck. Co- 
eauHeHHbIx Lilratax Te «Ke NpaBa WH NOAHOMO- 
uu, Kakve uMeet IlaTpHapx, Kak raaBa Pyc- 
ckoli Llepxsu». Mutponoaut ®Peodua He No- 
GecnOKOHAICH ero NOBHAaTb H He OTBETHA HH 
Ha OHO M3 ero muceM. HecMOTpA Ha YeTbIpeXx- 
KpaTHyw npocb6y Mutponoauta [puropun o 
CBHJaHHH H MpeAOKeHHA, CCH YrOAHO, CaMO- 
MY nmoexaTb Jaa BcTpeyH B CaH @MpaHUHCKO, 
MHTpOnoOAHT @Meodua HHYerO He OTBETHA H 
[latpwapwiero nocaa He npxHaAa. Bot kakHM 
o6pa30M <NmpOBOAMAaCcb B AKHK3Hb» KAMBAIHA- 
CKaA Ppe30A10UHA MH BOT MYTb, MO KOTOPOMY MH- 
Tponoaut Peodua nope CBOW MacTBy «<B AOHO 
Pyccxoi Ilpapocaapyoi Llepksn xk ee JLyxos- 
HOMY OTILLy>. 


TeM BpeMe€HeEM MHTPONOAHYHH COBeT HacTo- 
Al mepe MHTponoOaHTOM ®eoduaom, 4TOODI 
eMY ObIAO paspelieHO NOCeTHTb NpeAcTaBUuTejA 
Pyccko Llepxsu. Toraa mutponoaut Peodua 
nopy4uwa cBoemy coBeTy Bpy4Htb Mutponoauty 
[pHropHtO NpOAHKTOBaHHbIA AM <MpOeKT aBTO- 
HOMHMH», 3anpeTHB BCTYNaTb c MuTponoaHTOM 
[puropwem B OOcCyAAeHHA 3TOTO <«MpoeKTa». 
Ilocae 3 To sBerpeyn Mutponoaut Tpuropui 
ony6AvKOBad B NeyaTH cBOe «3akao4eHHe» Ha 
peCTaBAeHHbI eMy MpOeKT aBTOHOMHH. 


Jla6ni npousBecTH SGoabulee BreyaTAeHHe Ha 
CBOMX 4uTaTereH r. APKYL B CBOeCH CTaTbe Ha- 
cTauBaeT Ha TOM, 6yaTo Pycckas IlpaBocaaB- 
Hana LlepkoBb Tpe6yeT OT cBOeH NacTBbI, COCTO- 
suet u3 AmMepvkKaHCKHX rpaxKaH, NpHcArH B 
BEPHOCTH HM NMOAMaHCTBa COBETCKOH BMaCTH H 
COBeETCKOMY PexXHMY. ITO HenpaBaa. B cBo- 
em «<3aka1o4eHHH» MHUTP. [pHropHH ACHO OMipe- 
AeAAeT B3AMMOOTHOWCHHA MexKAY AMepHKaH- 
ckoh Llepkoppio u Mockosckon Ilatpwapxnen. 
B naparpade 2 rospoputca: «llocraHoBazennaA 
llomectunix Co6oposp Pycckoi I[lpapocaaBHon 
Llepkeu uv pacnopsxennua Caateduero [larpu- 
apXa, HaxXOJAUIMeCA B COOTBETCTBHH C PPAK- 


requested autonomy for the Russian Orthodox Church 
in America. 


Metropolitan Theophilus ignored the Patriarch’s re- 
quest for a concelebration of Liturgy with his Exarch. 
However he did send a telegram to the Patriarch stating 
that he saw no need for the Patriarch’s personal delegate 
coming to this country although he had no real ob- 
jections. 


In the summer of 1947 the Patriarch sent to the Unit- 
ed States his personal representative, Metropolitan 
Gregory. The latter arrived in America bearing a Pat- 
riarchal decree which referred to Metropolitan Gregory 
as “having in the USA the same rights and authority 
which the Patriarch possesses as head of the Russian 
Orthodox Church.” 


Metropolitan Theophilus did not take the trouble to 
see him and did not answer any of his letters. In spite 
of Metropolitan Gregory's four repeated requests for a 
meeting and an offer to travel all the way to San Fran- 
cisco to see him, Metropolitan Theophilus neither 
answered nor received him. 


Such is the manner in which the Cleveland resolutian 
was ‘‘fulfilled” and the path along which Metropolitan 
Theophilus led his flock “into the fold of the Russian 
Orthodox Church to his Spiritual Father.” 


Nevertheless, during that time the Metropolitan 
Council insisted that Metropolitan Theophilus at least 
permit them to pay their respects to the Patriarchal 
Legate. Having received his consent, this group pre- 
sented to Metropolitan Gregory a “Proposal of Auto- 
nomy” dictated by Metropolitan Theophilus who 
simultaneously forbade the group to discuss the “Pro- 
posal” with Metropolitan Gregory. After this meeting 
the Patriarchal Legate issued a “Conclusive Statement” 
which was reprinted in several publications (Vide, One 
Church, Vol. 1, No. 3, pp. 10-11). 


In order, apparently, to make a greater impression 
upon his readers, Mr. Arkush insists in his article that 
the Russian Orthodox Church demands of its children 
who are American citizens, subjective loyalty or an 
oath of allegiance to the Soviet power or regime. 


This untrue. In the “Conclusive Statement’’ of Met- 
ropolitan Gregory the relationship of the American 
Church to the Moscow Patriarchate is clearly defined. 
We quote Paragraph 2 and its Note: 


“Those decisions of the Local Sobor of the Russian 
Orthodox Church, and the orders of His Holiness 
the Patriarch, which are in agreement with the 
civil laws of the USA have an obligatory force for 
the whole Russian Orthodox Church of North 
America. 


Note: The Statutes of Administration for the 
Russian Orthodox Church as adopted at the Mos- 
cow Church Sobor of 1945 do not concern the 
Russian Orthodox Church in North America and 
Canada any more than other laws and orders which 
define the relationship of Church and State within 
the borders of the USSR.” 
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ENUHAS 





LiEPKOBb 





JIAHCKHMH 3AKOHAMHM CEBEPO-AMEPH- 
KAHCKHX COEJIMHEHHbIX UITATOB ume- 
WT OONBaTeAbHYW CcHAy Jan BceH PyccKxoii IIpa- 
pocaaBHol Llepkpu CespepHot AmepHku. 


IIpumeuanne: Ha Pycckyw I[Ipasocutas- 
uyt0 Llepkopb B CespepHoii AmMepuke u Kanaze 
He pacnpoctTpaHseTcn LelcTBHe [lowowKeHHs 06 
Ynpasaenuu Pycckoi [Ipapocaasno Llepko- 
Bb}, MpHHATOe Ha Mockosckom LlepKoBHOM 
Co6ope B 1945 roxy, paBHO KaK MH ApyrHe 3a- 
KOHbI HW PacHOpsPKeHHA, ONPeMCAAOULHe AKHSHb 
Llepksu wu TocyaapcerBa B mpedweaax CCCP.» 


T. e. APyrHMH CJlOBaMH, AapyeMaH aBTOHO- 
MHA HE MOKeT OKa3aTbCA B IIPOTHBOPeyHH C 
rpaxkaHCKHMH 3akOHaMHM AMepHKH H 3a Ame- 
pukaHcKol LlepkOBbwO MpH3HaeTCH MOHaH CBO- 
60a adMHHHCTpalluH. 


Camo nmpxH3HanHe PycckHMH | lpaBocaaBHbIMH 
iipuxofamu Amepuku IlatpHapxa cBouM JLyxos- 
HbiIM OTHOM H MmpocbOa NPHHATb HX B AOHO 
Matepu-LlepkBH yxke MoApasyMeBaeT *KeTaHHe 
NOAYYHTh AaBTOHOMHW B paMKax Pycckol Lhep- 
KBH. B vem Ke 3aKO4atacb Obl NOMOOHAH aB- 
TOHOMHA B paMKax Pycckoli LlepKBu ? 


CoraacHo <«3aki1oy4eHHio» MHTp. TpHropHs 
AMepHKaHCKad MHTPONOJHA, KaK IMpH3HaHHbilt 
NOAHONpaBHbI YwieH Pycckoi I[lpaBocaaBHoii 
LlepkBH, yOCTaHBaeTCAH paBHOMpaBHOorO y4a- 
ctu Ha Bcepoccuiickux [lomectHbix Co6opax; 
ona nowyyuaet oT cBoero JlyxoBHoro Otua top- 
MaJibHOe yTBepxAAeHHe CBOerO MpaBaAlero enH- 
ckona H OOpetaeT cyqeOHy!O WePKOBHYW HH- 
CTaHUHW, Meped KOTOpOH H CaMa HeceT OTBET- 
CTBCHHOCTb B BepHOCcTH LlepkKoBHbIM I lpaBHiiam 
uv KaHounamM. EcaH MHTp. PeowpH/l CMOTPHT Ha 
CBOIO WPHCAMKUHW, KaK Ha aBTOHOMHW, 3aBH- 
cumMyt OT Bpiculeli LlepkopHoh Baactu, a He 
KaK Ha NOJHYH He3aBHCHMOCTb HAH aBTOKeda- 
JMO, 3TH TPH ero MpeporaTHBa HH B KaKOii CTe- 
NeHH He ABIAIOTCH B MIPpOTHBOPe4dHH C «MOAHOH 
aBTOHOMHeH»>. HH B OAHOM H3 MOCTaHOBJIeHHi 
AMepHKaHCKHX COOOPOB HeT YKa3aHHA Ha OT- 
pHuaHHe 9THX MpaB, MpexdMylulecTB H OOK3Aa- 
Teabcts AmMepuHKaHcKol Llepksu. Hamporues sce 
BP€MA NMOBTOPAIOTCH NOCTOAHHbIC 3aBePeHHA O 
RYXOBHOH HepaspbiBHOcTH c MockoscKoii Ilar- 
pHapxHe HM CTpeMJeHHA H OOeLaHHA cBOel 
nacTBe BOCCOeAHHHTbCA C Hew pH mepBol xe 
BO3MOXKHOCTH. 


OHaKO, PeCBOJIOWHOHHbIN AyX H OOJaaaHHe 
BIACTbIO OIIbAHAWOT JWHOLeH. 3a Bce BpeMA CBO- 
ero MpaBeHHA MHTP. Peodua yipaBiar cBoel 
MUTpONoHeH GesoTueTHO KH G63 KAHOHHYECKOrO 
yTBepxWeHHA ero caHa. Topgzocth Hu caabocTb 
yenOBeuecKahH HE MalwoT CMY BO3SMOXKHOCTH MpPH- 
HATh OarocuoBeHHe IlatpHapxXa H JONyCTHTb 
MbICIb O CBOeH Neped KeM-IHOO OTBETCTBEHHO- 
ctu. Uto we Kacaetca r. Apkyula, TO OH Gec- 
nokoutcs, 4uTO Ha Bcepoccuiickom LlepkKoBHOM 
Co6ope AmepHkKaHcKHe AeseraThl OyAyT B 
MCHbUIHHCTBe H «MOryT BCerla OKAsaATbCH 3a- 
OaMOTHPOBAHHbIMH.> OHaKO, NO BepOBaHHtO 








aasbt Baakanckux [lpasocaasynpix Llepxseii 
Ha TOpKecTBax B MocksBe 
The Heads of the Balkan Orthodox Churches 


at the Celebrations in Moscow 


In other words, the proposed autonomy of the American 
Orthodox Church is in no way to be in conflict with 
American civil law and full administrative freedom 
is recognized as belonging to the American Church. 


The recognition of the Patriarch as Spiritual Father 
by the parishes of the Russian Orthodox Church in 
America and their request to accept them into the fold 
of the Mother Church, presupposes, in itself, the de- 
sire, to receive autonomy within the framework of the 
Russian Church. Of what would such an autonomy with- 
in the framework of the Russian Church consist ? 

According to the ‘Conclusive Statement’’ of Metro- 
politan Gregory the American Metropolitanate would 
be granted the right of participation in the All-Russian 
Sobor as a fully recognized member of the Russian 
Orthodox Church; it would receive the formal confir- 
mation of its ruling bishop from its Spiritual Father the 
Patriarch; and it would acquire the right of appeal to 
the highest ecclesiastical court before which the Amer- 
ican Metropolitanate in turn, bears responsibility as to 
its faithfulness to Church Rules and Canons. 


If Metropolitan Theophilus considers his jurisdiction 
as an autonomy depending on Higher Church Authority, 
and not as complete independence or autocephality, 
these three prerogatives are in no way in contradiction 
with “complete autonomy.” 


In none of the decisions of the American ‘“Sobors” 
is there any sign of rejection of these rights, privileges, 
and obligations on the part of the American Church. 
On the contrary, assurances of spiritual indivisiblity 
with the Moscow Patriarchate, and specific expressions 
of a desire for reunion with the Patriarch at the first 
possible opportunity has always been repeated. How- 
ever, spirit of revolt and enjoyment of power makes 
men intemperate. During all the time of his rule, Met- 
ropolitan Theophilus governed his Metropolitanate un 
conscious of any responsibility, and without canonical 
confirmation of his ecclesiastical rank. Is it pride and 
human weakness which holds Metropolitan Theophilus 
from accepting the Patriarch’s blessing, and from admit 
ting his responsibility to the rightful higher ecclesiastical 
authority ? 





EMUHAA WEPKOBDb 





NpaBocwaBHbix, pewieHua LlepKoBHEIx CoOopos 
BbIHOCATCH MPH HeMOCpeACTBEHHOM y4acTHH 
Csatoro Jiyxa u mpx Ero boxkecTBeHHOM OT- 
KPOBeHHH, KaKOBbIM rf. APKylll, MOBHAHMOMY, H 
6outca ObITh 3a6a1IOTHPOBAaHHbIM. 


Bo sce cBoel cTtaTbe r. ApKylll He TOJIbKO 
BbIpaxkaeT cBoe mpespenve K CaBatehwemy I[lar- 
puwapxy, HO M NOmHOe HenOHHMaHHe IIpaBo- 
caapHow Llepksu sBooOule. CormacHoO ciOBaM 
r. Apkywa Llepkosb boxuaA ABAReTCA OpraHH- 
3auveli, KOTOpan GynaTO ceroqHA %XHBa B Poc- 
CHM TOJAbKO OnarogapsA «<TePNHMOCTH ABHO aTe- 
MCTHY¥eCKOrO pexHMa». B TO BpemMA Kak XpH- 
cTHaHcKkan LlepKOBb X%XHBeT HM OCTaeTCA HeNo- 
BpeAHMOH TOAbKO OaarozapaA MHOCTH boxH- 
eH, a «CTpawaeT AH OHH WIeH, CTpalalwT C HAM 
BCe YJICHbI; C1aBHTCA JH OHH 4IeH, C HAM pa- 
myrotca pce unenpt (I Kop. XII. 26)» «nH Bpata 
ala He On0mewT Ee. (Matd. XVI. 18).» 


B nmpoTHBONOJOxXHOCTh IlpaBocaaBHOMy MH- 
py, Yaroujemy B CaxaToH Llepksu cBoe cmacenue, 
MHTp. Peodua HW ero WPHCKOHCyAbT r. APKylll 
cTaBaT ceOA B MOAOXKeHHE «3allLHTHHKOB> CBO- 
eH MacTBbI OT caMOH LlepxkBH, T. e. OT 3TOTO 
«cnaceHHA>. 


K cuacTbiO He BCe CNOJBHXKHHKH MHTp, Peo- 
(dbuta NpHzepxuBaloTcA NOOGHOrO MaTepHa- 
AMCTHYeCKOrO HM MHpcKorO B3rangwa Ha Llep- 
KOBb. Ero coOcTBeHHbId BHKapHbIi emHCcKon 
Moanxn LUlaxopckoH wMeeT COBePLIeHHO Mpo- 
THBONOJOXKHbI B3rIA Ha MpHporzy CBaTo 
LlepKBH H ZOrmMaTHYeckoro Oo Hen yuenna. Ilo- 
CBALaeMbIH B eCMMCKONCKHH CaH H NpHHHMasA 
apXHMacTbIpbCKHH MOCOX H3 PyK MHTp. Peo- 
(puta apxuMaHapuTt Moan, 1l-ro mas 1947 r., 
HCNOBeAYA «<CBOHW Bepy, NyTb MH AYXOBHOe Culy- 
*KeHHe>, BCeCHAPOHE B XPaMe 3aABH: «A He 
TOAbKO BepWO, HO H 3Hal0, YTO 2XKHBa Ayla Pyc- 
ckoro HapoOwa HW #XHBa ero LlepkosBb. ?KuBa He 
TOAbKO B COKPOBCHHOCTH CBOeH, B Cepuax TBO- 
pa mMoauTBy Mucycosy... Ho 2KHBA MMVJIO- 
CTHIO BO?KHEHM, otTxpniro cpegu Pycckux 
ropooB MH AepeBeHb, XOTA HW OKPy2xKeHa Nonpex- 
HeMY XJaOM He€BePpHA MHOrHX H CBxA3aHa CO- 
BHE camo npuponzoh a6comoTH3Hpyilleh 
ce6xa rocyapcTBeHHOCTH>. 


Tosopa Aadtbuie O NyTH «MHOrOTepmerMBOrO 
npHHATHA Ero wa ce6s BceH TAxKeCTH rocyap- 
CTBCHHBIX H KYAbTYPHbIX BHPHI>, OH BOCKJIHIa- 
eT: «<Yn06Hee KPHTHKOBaTb (OCOOeHHO 3a-rpa- 
HHuWeH), STOT MyTb, 4YeM HTTH NO HeMY, B3AB 
cBOH Kpect.» M on 3aka1ouaeT: «He MOXKET A3bIK 
BLIPasHTb OCTAaTOUHOH OaroxapHOCcTH TeM 
CBATHTeCIAM HW MacThLIPAM 3eMH PyccKOH, KOTO- 
pbie HbIHe OTKPbITO, Ges60Kn3HeHHO, 6e3 pac- 
cy#KeHHH, 6e€3 CKeNTHYeCKHX TeEOPeTH3HPOBa- 
HHH, a B MpocToTe Bepbl cBOeH AeNawT, 4TO 
mMoryT a8 Pycckoro Bepyloulero HM HeBepHOoroO 
O6ayaHOrO CbhiHa CBOero, OTKPbIBaA XPaMbl, BBI- 
npaluiMBas, BLIMaHBaA HX y BaacTeH Npesep- 
*KaullHxX... He paccyxKaA O TOM, KaK BbIrAALAT 
COBHe HX OTHOWEeHHA K Kecapio, OHH NOMOralOT 


As regards Mr. Arkush, apparently he is worried 
that at the Church Sobor of All Russia the American 
delegates would be in the minority and ‘they could 
always be outvoted.’’ Orthodoxy, however stands on the 
belief that the decisions of Church Councils are made 
through the revelation of, and by communion with the 
Holy Spirit, by Whom, it would seem, Mr. Arkush 
fears to be outvoted! 


Throughout his article, Mr. Arkush shows lack of 
respect and of understanding not alone of His Holiness 
the Patriarch, but of the whole Orthodox Church as 
such. According to Mr. Arkush, God’s Church is an 
organization which in Russia today “‘survives only by 
sufferance of an avowedly atheistic regime.’’ Surely, 
the Christian Church lives only by the Grace of God 
and ‘whether one member suffer, all the members 
suffer with it; or one member be honored, all the 
members rejoice with it’ (1 Cor. 12:26) and “the 
gates of hades shall not prevail against it” (Matt. 
16:18). 


Contrary to the Orthodox Catholic world which sees 
its salvation within Holy Church, Metropolitan Theo- 
philus and his legal adviser Mr. Arkush place them- 
selves in the position of defending their flock from 
the Church itself, that is to say, from salvation. 


Happily not all the associates of Metropolitan Theo- 
philus hold a similar materialistic and worldly view of 
the Church. One of his own auxiliary bishops, Bishop 
John Shahovskoy, has an altogether different approach 
to the nature of Holy Church and her dogmatic teach- 
ing. On May 11th, 1947, at his consecration, while 
receiving the episcopal staff from the hands of Metro- 
politan Theophilus, Bishop John publicly declared: 
“...mot only do I believe, but I know that the soul of 
the Russian people is alive and that its Church is alive. 
She (the Church) is alive not only in concealment, by 
the secret repetition of the “Jesus Prayer’ in the hearts 
of the faithful... but she lives by the Grace of 
God, and she lives openly in Russian towns and vil- 
lages, although she is surrounded as before by the 
coldness of unbelief of many, and is bound from with- 
out by the nature of a state which makes itself absolute.” 
Speaking ‘‘of the long-suffering path, along which the 
Church has accepted to bear the burden of state and 
cultural fetters,’ he exclaims: “It is easier to criticize 
this path, especially from abroad, than to follow it, 
bearing one’s cross.” Bishop John concludes: ‘The 
tongue cannot express sufficient thanksgiving to those 
prelates and pastors of the Russian Land, who today 
openly and without fear, without discussion, without 
skeptical theorizations, but in the simplicity of their 
Faith, do their utmost for the Russian faithful and for 
their non-faithful prodigal son, in opening their church- 
es, reclaiming them and pleading foe them before the 
civil authorities... unconcerned with the outward ap- 
pearances of their relations with Caesar, they help the 
Russian people to bear their cross and their sufferings 
of the past decades, doing everything in their power, 
and all that is possible for the saving of souls seeking 
salvation” (Confession of Faith by Bishop John at his 
Nomination as Bishop of Brooklyn, New York). 


Five outstanding lay members of the Theophilite 
group, all churchmen and theologians, Professors Kar- 








RQ m= Or = 


_— — 


-_-. = Aim mau ah eelceeelU tl el elC CU ell elle eC 





rried 
rican 
‘ould 
n the 
made 
1 the 
-kush 


k of 
liness 
ch as 
is an 
ly by 
urely, 
God 
mbers 
1 the 
“the 
Matt. 


1 sees 
Theo- 
them- 

from 


Theo- 
ew of 
sishop 
roach 
teach- 
while 
Metro- 
lared: 
oul of 
alive. 
nt, by 
hearts 
ice of 
id vil- 
yy the 
- with- 
solute.” 
ch the 
re and 
riticize 
ow it, 
“The 
. those 
today 
vithout 
F their 
nd for 
hurch- 
ore the 
rd ap- 
Ip the 
ferings 
power, 
seeking 
at his 


»philite 
rs _Kar- 








ENHHAA 





PyccKOMy HapOjly HeCTH ero KpeCcT, ero cTpawa- 
HHA MOCHe€NHHX AecATHAeTHH, Bean Bce No- 
CHJbHOe, BC€ BOSMOXKHOe JIA CNaceHHA ALYLUIM, 
vululyujeH 3TOrO cnaceHHs.» (Enuckon Moanu 
[llaxosckoH. «COBO MpH HapeyeHHH BO erH- 
ckona BpykdHMHCKOro>). 


18 oxta6pa 1946 rofa HakaHyHe OTKPbITHA 
KaupiaHickoro coO6opa MATb H3BeCTHbIX Wep- 
KOBHbIX eATeeH H OOrociOBOB, MOXKHO CKa- 
3aTb, CTOANOB deoduAOBcKOrO TOJKa, — Mpo- 
cdbeccopa Kapnosuy, TumMauleps H PeoTOB H 
rr. 3y60B uw Hosuuknih, onyOrnKOBaH cJlesy- 
rwoulee 3anBaeHHe: «Jian PycckoH IIpaBocaas- 
HoH LlepkBpH B AmMepHKe HaHOoulee ecTecTBeH- 
HbIM MyT€M TaKOrO BOCCTAHOBJICHHA (KaHOHH- 
4YeCKOH 3aKOHHOCTH) MpeACTaBAAeTCA BOSBPaT 
K KaHOHH4¥eCKOMY NMOAYHHeEHHWO Marepu-Llep- 
KBH Pycckoi... Tako BO3BpaT, Kak OyATO 
CTad BO3MOXKHbIM Mocae MockoscKoro Ilomect- 
Horo Co6opa 1945 roga u YxKa3a Hom. 94 Ilart- 
pHapxa AgekcHa 06 ycIOBHAX H NOpAyKe BOC- 
CTAHOBJICHHA KAaHOHHYeCKOH CBA3H MexK Ly I lat- 
pHapxHei uv Pyccxoi [IpapocaaBHok LlepKoBbio 
B AmepHke. M3BecTHbI, O2HAKO, H 3aTPyHeHHA, 
BOSHHKUIHe Ha MYTH K OCYULECTBIeCHHH 9TOTO 
Yxka3a. 3aTpyAHeHHA 9TH ONPeeAAWTCA JBYMA 
(pakTaMH: NepBbii —- 3TO HeEOCNOpHManA OH- 
30CTb HbIHeLUHeH BbICWIeH MepapxHH Pycckoili 
LlepKBH, XOTA H HH B 4eM He OTCTYNHBUIeH OT 
normatTos [IpaBocaaBHA, K COBETCKOMY IpaBH- 
TeIbCTBY, 3aMe4YaTMeHHaA BO MHOFOUHCJIeCHHbIX 
3aABJICHHAX, KAK HePpapXOB, Tak H MpecTaBHuTe- 
JA KOMHTeTa NO ZetamM Pycckok IlpapociaBHoii 
LlepksH Kapnosa; BTopoh dakt, — 9TO npuH- 
Hae@xKHOCTbh OFPOMHOFO OOJbUIHHCTBa 4IeCHOB 
PyccxoH IlpapocaasHyo Llepxsu B AmepuKe K 
uncay AMePHKaHCKHX rpaxkwaH... ITH Ba 
daxta HE JEJIAIOT HEBO3MO?KHBIM xa- 
HOHHYeCKOe NOAYHHeEHHE HalleH wepkBH Mo- 
CKOBCKOH IlaTpHapxHH, HO 3aCTaBJIAIOT HaCTaH- 
BaTb Ha MpeOCTaBJeHHH Hallie WePKBH BeCb- 
Ma LWHPOKOH aBTOHOMHH, YCTpaHAHOlleH BCH- 
KOe BJHAHHE COBETCKOFO MpaBHTebcTBa MIps- 
MOe HJIH KOCBeHHOe, Ha Hally LlepKoBb.» (Ho- 
Boe Pycckoe CuoBpo, 27 oxta6pa 1946 r.). 


HMutTepecHO OTMETHTb, 4TO B NpPOTHBONOIOX- 
HOCTb CBOHM JeHCTBHAM, MHTPONOAHT Peodua, 
B CBOHX OOpallleHHAX K MacTBe, 4YaCTO CaM NIpH- 
epxKHBaeTCA TOPO %Ke MPHMHPHTeAbHOrO TO- 
Ha. TaK, HampHMep, B NHCbMeHHOM OOpallleHHH 
K CBOHM IipHxOflaM 4-ro Mast 1948 roma OH 3a- 
aBineT: «Bce mpHxogb PycckoH IIpasocaas- 
HOH LlepkpH B AMepHkKe CBA3aHbI peuleHHeM, 
NpHHATOM Ha KaMBAaHacKOM coOope. Amepu- 
KaHcKaad LlepkoBb mpH3Haet IlatpHapxa, Kak 
cpoero Jlyxosxoro Tasy. Ona oTpuuaert, 6yz- 
TO AyXOBHad CBA3b Obla KOra-1H60 mpepBa- 
Ha KaKHM Obi TO HH ObIO akTOM IlaTpHapxuu. 
Ho OHa HaCTaHBaeT Ha NMpOAOMKeEHHH CBOE 
@MHHHCTpaTHBHOH aBTOHOMHH.» 


K coxKaneHHW, dakTbl MOKasaiH, 4TO peuL 
HAeT He O NpepBaHHA AyxXOBHOH cBa3H IlaTpu- 
apxHeH, a NpepBaHHH ee CaMHM MUTP. Peodu- 





Apxvenuckon Maxapnii B Mockse 
Archbishop Macarius in Moscow 


povich, Timasheff, Fedotoff, and Messers Zuboff and 
Novitsky, published the following statement on the eve 
of the Cleveland Sobor: “For the Russian Orthodox 
Church in America the most natural way of such re- 
establishment (of canonical legality) is the return to 
canonical submission to the Mother Russian Church... 
Such a return seems possible after the Russian Sobor 
of 1945, and after Patriarch Alexis’ Decree No. 94 
concerning the order of reestablishment of canonical 
ties between the Patriarchate and the Russian Orthodox 
Church in America. However, the difficulties which 
appeared in the wake of the realization of this Decree 
are well known. These difficulties are defined by two 
facts: (A) The undeniable closeness to the Soviet 
Government of the present higher Hierarchy of the 
Russian Church which, however, has not deviated in 
any way from Orthodox dogma. This closeness is re- 
corded in numerous statements by the Hierarchs and by 
Mr. Karpov, the Chaiman of the Committee for Af- 
fairs of the Russian Church. (B) The fact is that a 
great majority of the members of the Russian Orthodox 
Church in America are American citizens... These 
two facts do not make it impossible [italics ours] for 
our Church to submit itself canonically to the Moscow 
Patriarchate, yet compel us to ask insistently to grant 
our Church a very wide autonomy, which would elimin- 
ate all direct or indirect influence of the Soviet Govern- 
ment on our Church” (Novoye Russkoye Slovo, Oct. 27. 
1946). 
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JOM, TaK KaK B TeYeHHE ABYX eT MUTP. Peo- 
(pHs He CyMeJ, HH He XOTEA MpOBeCTH B XK3Hb 
KJIMBISHACKYHO pe3OJHIOUHHO, IPHHATYW Ha CO- 
OpaHun Oosee ABYXCOT NMATHAeCATH YNOJHOMO- 
4YeHHbIX MpelcTaBuTeseH BCeX ero MpHXOOB. 
BueuwiHe OTeaBUIHCb MOCbIIKOH TeserpaMMbl 
IlatpHapxy oO peweHHH KanBasH—cKoro co6o- 
pa, OH HrHOpHpoBal npHe3yz IlatpHapwero no- 
cla MMTp. | Hropua B AmepxkKy H MpeHedper 
ero MuccHeH mpoBecTtH KaAMBASHACKyIO pe3o- 
JHOUKIO B XKH3Hb. YMbILICHHO ONepHpyxA MHp- 
CKHMH H NOJHTHYCCKHMH (haKTOpaMH, Kak OC- 
HOBaHHeM erO KaHOHHYeCKOrO HeMOBHHOBeHHA 
Bpbicuieh LlepkoBHOK BaacTH, MUTp. Peodui, 
TaKHM OO6pa30M, NPOABHJ CBOW He3aBHCHMOCTb 
H aOCOMWTHYW BJaCTb. 


[lOMMTHKAaHCTBO eCTb CTapbIh cmoco6 ocTH- 
*KCHHA BUACTH. OHaKO, HHTEPeCHO OTMETHTb, 
Kak B TeYeHHe BeKOB XpuHcTHaHcKan LlepKOBb 
nepexHJia B CBOeH YHCTOTe MOCTOAHHO MeHAB- 
lIMeCA MOMHTHYECKHE PeXHMbI, H3 KOHX HEKO- 
Topbie ObIIH He TOJbKO BpaxkZeOHbIMH, HO H 
yrpoxkaiH CaMOMy CyULecTBOBaHHW Ee. 


BcnomMuum, 4To anocToa IlaBpea nmucal CBOH 
llOCaHHA H3 TIOPbMbI HW AYXOBHbIe ero AeTH M0- 
yualMCb MMH, NOAYHHAIHCb eMy, He OTBepra- 
JM e€rO 3a TAXKECTh CBASYIOUIMX ero y3 H He 
Tpe6opatH ce6e aBTOHOMHA, fa elle Ha CBO- 
ux ycnuospunx! IIlpu Hepone u JnokaetTuane, 
MOJIMBLUAACA 3a CBOHX TOHHTereH cBxATaA Llep- 
KOBb OOAbUIOH CBOOO0H TOXe He MOUb30Ba- 
aacb! Tpetba @panuy3sckaa PecnyOauKa mpe- 
Bpaulata a66aTcTBa B HOUHbIe YBeCeAHTeAbHbIe 
3aBeeHHA, 3aKPbIBalla MOHACTbIPH WH H3rOHAMA 
MOHAXOB M3 CBOHX MpeseroB, a Nanbl PamcKne 
Repxaiw mp 6e360%*KHOM @paHlly3ckOM Mpa- 
BHTeJbCTBe CBOMX JeraToB! bowbuie Toro, 11 
dbespaaa 1929 roga BatukaH nosnucan Jlate- 
panckHi Konkopfat c (paliiMcTCKHM MpaBH- 
TeJbCTBOM MyccOJHHH, MO KOTOPOMY KaxK bin 
eNMHCKON MpHHHMaA CBOWO ellapxHt MpHHOCH 
NpHcsAry B BePHOCTH (palliH3My, H BCe Ke KaTO- 
JMKH BCerO MHpPa OCTaJHCb B Oe30roBOpouH’-M 
NOJYHHEHHM CBOeMY «HeENOrpeliHMOMy>» 12 [e! 
U passpe KTO-HHOYAb H3 KaTOJH4eCKHX eNHCKO- 
MOB BbiHeC 3TOT KOHKOPJaT B MeuaTb C Lebo 
KPHTHKH Malibl, HK paw MOCTHKeHHA CBOHX 
BbIrOA, ABTOHOMHBbIX paB H T. JL? 


Mpi 34ecb He KacaeMcA BONpOca OTHOWeHHH 
Llepxpu u Tocygapcersa, HO T. K. r. ApKyll B 
cBoeli CTaTbe CTaBHT HaM B NipHMep PuMcKO- 
KaToauyecky WePKOBb, TO MpHBeeM CTAaTbIO 
20 Jlarepauckoro Konkopsata: 


«Bce eMMCKONbI, mpexze 4eM BCTYNHTb B 
ylpaBaenve cBoeh enapxvei, OyyT NpHHOCHTb 
npucsry B BepHoctH IaaBe TocyzapctBa co- 
riacHo caenywoureh dopme: <Ilepex Borom u 
Ero Caatpim EpaHreaveM ff KJAHYCb HW OOeLLaIO 
yBaxkaTb H TpeOoBaTb OT CBOerO AYXOBeHCTBAa 
yBaxeHua K Kopoww xu [IpaputeabpctBy, ycta- 
HOBJ@HHOMY COriaCHO KOHCTHTYWMOHHbIM ((pa- 
WHCTCKHM) 3aKOHaM TocymapcTBa. A TakxKe 





It is interesting to note that, in spite of his many 
actions to the contrary, Metropolitan Theophilus oc- 
casionally takes a similar point of view, particularly 
when he addresses his parishes. For example, on May 
4th, 1948, he stated: “All the parishes of the Russian 
Orthodox Church in America are bound by the action 
which was taken at the Cleveland Sobor. The American 
Church already recognizes the Patriarch as its spiritual 
head. It denies that the spiritual connection has ever 
been ruptured by any of the acts of the Patriarchate. 
But it insists on the continuance of its administrative 
autonomy.” 


Unfortunately, the course of events has proven that 
the question here is not that of the severance of spiri- 
tual bonds by the Patriarchate, but rather of the break 
of this tie by Metropolitan Theophilus himself. For 
two whole years Metropolitan Theophilus has not seen 
fit to carry out the Cleveland resolution made by more 
than 200 authorized delegates from all his parishes. 
Having paid lip service to this resolution by sending a 
cable to the Patriarch, he ignored the presence of the 
Patriarch’s personal legate, Metropolitan Gregory, as 
well as the reason of the latter's arrival in the USA. 


Making strange use of worldly and political factors 
as basic reasons for his canonical disobedience to the 
higher Authority of his Church, Metropolitan Theo- 
philus has in this way succeeded in retaining his in- 
dependence and absolute powers. 


Politics have long been employed in one way or an- 
other for the attainment of power. Yet, throughout her 
history, how has the Christian Church continued, and 
survived in her purity amidst ever-changing political 
regimes, some of them antagonistic to her very exist- 
ence? 


Let us remember that the Apostle Paul wrote his 
Epistles from prison, but his spiritual children obeyed 
him, did not reject him because of the weight of his 
chains, and did not request autonomy from him, let 
alone on their own terms. In the times of Nero and 
Diocletian the Holy Church, which prayed for her per- 
secutors, cannot be said to have enjoyed great freedom. 
The Third French Republic turned Abbeys into Night- 
Clubs, closed monasteries, and ejected the monks out of 
its borders; yet the Pope retained a Legate to the god- 
less French Government. Moreover, on February 11th, 
1929, the Vatican signed the Lateran Concordat with 
Mussolini's Fascist Government in the terms of which 
every bishop, in taking possession of his diocese, gave 
an oath of fealty to fascism. Yet the Roman Catholics 
of the whole world remained in complete submission 
to their “infallible Pontiff,’ and none of the Roman 
Catholic prelates criticized the Pope or endeavored to 
gain “‘autonomous’’ advantages or special privileges. 


We are not considering here the relationship between 
Church and State, but since in his article Mr. Arkush 
specifically refers to the Ruman Catholic Church as an 
example, let us quote Article 20 of the Lateran Con- 
cordat: ‘All bishops, before taking possession of their 
dioceses will take an oath of fealty to the Head of the 
State, according to the following formula: Before God 
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Llapckuve Bpata borosssenckoro Co6opa B Mockse 
(Cnpasa — Paka c Mouamu Caatutein Anekcua MockoscKkoro) 


The Royal Gates of the Theophany Cathedral in Moscow 
(on the Right — the Reliquary of St. Alexis of Moscow) 








KIAHYCb HW OGellalw He IIPHHHMaTb y4acTHA HH 
B KaKHX COrialleHHA WH MpHCyTCTBOBaTb Ha 
coOpaHHax, BpeHbIX 2nd Mtraabanckoro Tocy- 
apcTBa WH OOULeCTBeHHOrO NMOPAAKa HW UTO A HE 
NO3BONKO TAKKE NOCTYNaTh H MOCMY JVXOBeCH- 
cTBy. Kak 2xearoulnii NOOULpATS Oaronoavune 
uv uein Utaabanckoro (daumetckoro) Tocy- 
napctBa, © OGyay u3G6eraTb BCero, 4YTO MOXKeT 
eMY MOBPpeAHTb>. 

Hakouey Bceseuckue [latrpHapxu 500 aer 
*KMBYT MOL yipaBreHHemM O6e300KHOH TYpeuKOll 
actTh WH lO CHX NOP SABAAIOTCA TYPelKHMH 
NOJaHHbIMH, OLHAKO, 3TO HHKOPAa He OTPa3sH- 
JOCb Ha «<4YecTH» NepBoro cpeaH IlpaBocaaBHblx 
MatpHapxoB H He MpensATCTByeT KaHOHH4eCKO- 
MY TIOXUHMHEHHIO eMY e€rO 3arpaHHYHOH MacTBHl. 

Bceaenckas [IpapociaBHan LlepkoBb mpolisa 
yepes3 MHOrO MepHOOB roHeHHH HM Mocsra- 
TeJIbCTB Ha Ee cBoOoy, HO B TCYCHHH BCEX ITHX 
ucnbiTaHHi LlepkoBb HHKOra He G1arocioBAsA- 
Ja packKowa WH He OCBOOOXK ala CBOHX CbIHOB 
oT mogunHeHHA. LlepKoBb Bcerda TpeOoBata OT 
CBOHX eTeli NMOBHHOBCHHA HauaJbCTBVIOLILHM, 
«H60 HayarbCTBYIOILHe CTPAauINb! He WIA LO6- 


and His Holy Gospel I swear and promise to respect, 
and to make respected by my clergy, the King and the 
Government established according to the Constitutional 
[Fascist] laws of the State. Further I swear and promise 
not to take part in any agreement, nor to be present at 
any meeting, which injure the Italian State and public 
order, and that I will not permit my clergy to do so. 
Desirous of promoting the welfare and the interests 
of the Italian [Fascist] State I will seek to avoid any 
course that may injure it.” 


Lastly, for five hundred years, the Ecumenical Pat- 
riarchs have lived under the rule of the non-Christian 
Turkish power, and are Turkish subjects to the present 
time. But never has this had any effect on the honor 
of the “first among the Orthodox Patriarchs,”” and it 
was never an obstacle to the canonical obedience to 
kim of his foreign flock. 

The Ecumenical Orthodox Church has suffered 
through many periods of persecution and encroachment 
upon her freedom, but through all these trying periods 
the Church never conceded sectarianism or gave leave 
of insubordination to her servants. The Church always 
demands obedience of her children to its rulers, “for 
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pbix ea, HO Aaa 30bix. (Pum. XIII. 3).» Tort 
(pakT, YTO MHTPONOAHT Peodua u ero enHCKO- 
aT HaXOAATCA B HACTOAULee BPeMA NOX 3anpe- 
lleHHeM HM Mpezanbl [larpHapxuveh wepKOBHOMY 
cyay 3a KaHOHH4eCKOe HeNOBHHOBeHHe, KaK 
6yaTo He OcOGeHHO GecnOKOHT HH ero CaMoOro, 
HH ero HWPHCKOHCyabTa r. Apkywia. OgHako, 
3TO %KeCTOKO OeCNOKOHT cepa MHOFHX wWie- 
HOB [IpaBpocaaBHok LlepkBuH B Amepuke, T. K. 
MUTp. PeoduaA NOABeprHyT cyAy He 3a ero No- 
JAHTHYeCCKHE B3IVIAZbI H HE 3a AHYHOe MOBee- 
HHe. On mpegzaH Cyzy Bpicwero LlepkosHoro 
Cyaa Enuckonos cBoeh LlepkBu 3a KaHOHHYe- 
CKOe€ H€MOBHHOBeHHe, 3a He3aCyKeHHOe H He- 
yMeCTHOe MPOKAATHE OJHOFO H3 eCMHCKONOB 3a 
ero BoccoeawHHeHHe c Matepbw LiepkosBbio, H 
HaKOHell, 3a yBAeyeHHe CBOeH NacTBbl NO JO0xK- 
HOMY llyTH B pacKkod. Jian [lpaBocaaBHoro Be- 
pytouleroO 3TO 3HaYHT OTXOZ OT Bcewenckoro 
[lpapocaaBuaA WH NoTepsx, MOAyYaeMOH HaMH 4Ye- 
pes cBatyro Llepkosb boxueh Baarozartu. 

MutTepecHO OTMeTHTb, YTO Npowesuian uepe3 
TAKEAbIe TOLbI HCNbITAaHHH []paBocaaBuas Llep- 
KOBb B PocCHH JaBHO BOCCTaHOBHJa WepKOBHbIA 
MHp HM e@2HHCTBO H yWequHe NOX BAHAHHeEM 
Pe€BOJIOUMOHHOPO JBHXKCHHA PaCKOJbHble rpyn- 
llbl T€M BEPHYAMCb C MOKaAHHeM K Matepu-Llep- 
KBH HM MpezctaBinawT c Hero OHO KaHOHHYe- 
ckoe wetoe. OnHako, B AMepHKe paCKOJbHblit 
pa3ryi HaxOJMTCA B CaMOM pacupeTe. 

B HacTOALLHH MOMeHT, KOra MbI MHUIeM 3TH 
CTpOKH, MHTp. Peodua cyzuTcA B AMepHKaH- 
CKOM rpaxKJaHCKOM cyle Cc apxwenucKonoM Bu- 
TaiveM — raaBOH pyro rpynnlbl, OTKOAOB- 
welca oT IIpapocaaBHon LlepKsu, — To camon, 
H3-NO NOAYWHHeEHHA KOeH MUTP. Peodus He- 
aBHO BbILUeJ. 

O6a enmuckona OTBepraH BCHKYWO CBA3b C 
PyccxouH Ilarpwapxueh uw Tenepb OHH OOprIwTcA 
H BpaxKAyloT, OTCTAHBaH CBOH TipaBa H OKa- 
3bIBad H€KAHOHHYHOCTh IIPOTHBHOHM CTOPOHBI. 

«Bpatua Mow. He muoruve emahtTecb y4uTe- 
JIAMH, 3HAaAH, YTO MbI NOABePprHeMcsA 6ou1buIeMy 
OCYKICHHH... Ho, ecJIH B BallieM cCepAle BbI 
HMeeT TOPbKY!HO 3aBHCTb H CBOPJAMBOCTb, TO He 
XB@NHTCCb WH He ATHTe€ Ha MCTHHY. ITO He eCTb 
MYAPOCTbh HHCXOAAlaA CBbILUe, HO 3CMHAA, y- 
weBHas, GecoBcKand, HOO re 3aBHCTb H CBOP.IH- 
BOCTb, TaM HeycTpoiicTBo Hu Bce xyoe. IWIOJL 
2KE TIPABJIbI B MMPE CEETCH Y TEX, KO- 
TOPbIE XPAHAT MMP. (Makos Ill. 1, 14, 15, 
16, 18).» 
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rulers are not a terror to good works, but to the evil” 
(Rom. 13:3). 

The fact that Metropolitan Theophilus and his epis- 
copate are at present interdicted, and are slated for trial 
by the Patriarchate for canonical insubordination does 
not seem to trouble either the Metropolitan himself or 
his legal representative, Mr. Arkush. However, it does 
trouble the hearts of many members of the American 
Orthodox Church. For Metropolitan Theophilus is not 
to be tried for his political views, nor for his personal 
conduct. He is to be tried by the highest ecclesiastical 
court of his Church for canonical insubordination, for 
undeserved and improper anathematization of one of 
his bishops who reestablished communion with the 
Mother Church, and finally for misleading his flock 
into schism. To the Orthodox faithful this means sec- 
tarianism, a departure from Ecumenical Orthodoxy, 
the loss of God's Grace through the Church. 


It is singular that the Orthodox Church in Russia, 
persecuted for many years, has succeeded in reembracing 
all the dissenting church groups and is now unified in 
her canonical faith. Yet in this country the sectarian 
schism is at its height. At this very moment, Metropoli- 
tan Theophilus is in the midst of civil court proceed- 
ings against Archbishop Vitaly Maximenko, head of 
another dissident Orthodox Church unit in America— 
the very unit from which Metropolitan Theophilus 
broke at the Cleveland Sobor when it was decided to 
reestablish ties with the Patriarch. Both having rejected 
canonical communion with the Patriarchate, these 
Church units are now splitting, fighting, asserting their 
individual rights and their “canonical legitimacy.” 

“My brethren, be not many masters, knowing that 
we shall receive the greatest condemnation... but if 
ye have bitter envying and strife in your hearts, glory 
not; and lie not against the truth... for where envying 
and strife is, there is confusion and every kind of evil 
work... And the fruit of righteousness is sown in 
peace of them that make peace’ (James 3:1, 14, 16,18). 


+MACARIUS, Archbishop of the Aleutian 
Islands and North America, Exarch of the 
Moscow Patriarchate. 
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ENRUHAA WEPKOBb 





OTeA LYXOBHO-NpPOcBeTHTebHDIA 





NIPABOGIIABME WM WEPKOBb 


ORTHODOXY AND THE CHURCH 


4YTO ECTb CBATOE MIPABOCJIABHE? 


[IpapociaBHe He eCTb JIHLIb MpaBOMbICIHe, 
T. €. HCNOBeAaHHe YeJOBeKOM TeX HH HHbIX 
HCTHH eFO Bepbl, B YaCTHOCTH, HCNOBeaHHe 
Hukeo-Llapprpaackoro CHMBOJIA. 

Takoe onpegzejenne [IpaBociaBHuaA OTPaxkalo 
Gbl AMWb yuacTHe B NpocaaBreHHu Tocnoza 
bora TOJbKO OJHOH, MO MpeHMYyLecTBy MO3Ha- 
BaTeIbHOH, TEOPpeTHYeCKOH CNOCOGHOCTH 4YeJ0- 
Beyeckoro cyulecTBa. Mexay Tem, Hae [Ipa- 
BOCIaBHe JOJOXKHO MPHBAe4b K MpOclaBAeHH!O 
Tocnola Bch MNOJHOTY HaliHX JYXOBHO-TevJe- 
CHbIX CHJI. BoT noyvemy Halle []paBocaaBHe ecTb 
B COOCTBeEHHOM CMbICe BCA Hallla *XH3Hb, — BCe 
CTOPOHbI Hallie XKH3HECMOCOOHOCTH: Halll YM, 
HalIM 4YBCTBa, Hallia BOA, KOTOPBIe B HeEApax 
CaaToh LlepkBH HW elalwTcA MpaBOCaBHbIMH, 
T. @. HalpaBJAAIOTCA B CBOHX IIpOABAeHHAX Ovla- 
rowaTH1oO XpHCTOBOW HCKIIOUHTeEIbHO K CuJla- 
Be boxwueit. 

Tak, Halle OrpaHH4¥eHHOe YeTOBeYeCKOe Be- 
meHHe, No Bepe 4YeroBeKa B LlepKOBb, MpeBpa- 
ulaeTcA B YM XPHCTOB H YeAOBeKY, HE3aBHCHMO 
OT ero O6pa30BaHHA WH NOMOGHOrO, coobuLaeTCA 
nowHOTa BoxkecTBeHHOrO OTKPOBeHHA, XpaHH- 
moro B LlepkKBH. TO4HO TakxKe HM 4eTOBeueCcKOoe 
cepaue, a paBHO H BOJeBbIe CNOCOOHOCTH XpH- 
cTHaHHHa, Ew xe, Matepbi0-Llepkosbn, Halipa- 
BIAKOTCA B CBOHX OOHapyxeHHAX K CyaBe bo- 
*KHEH, KaK OCOObIM NOPAAKOM LeEPKOBHOH AHC- 
UHIIMHbI, TaK MO MpeHMYLLeCTBY H BCeW CO- 
BOKYMNHOCTbO WePKOBHO-O1arOdaTHbIX Ha HHX 
po3melcTBHH. LlepkKOBHadA MOJHTBa, YHTAeMaH 
copepuuTesem CBatoro TanuctBa EsxapHcTHu 
mO OCBALLCHHH HM CBATHIX JlapoB (B JHTYprHu 
Cp. Bacuaun Beaukoro), ompezeanet HCKIWO- 
YHXTEIbHO MOKa3aTeIbHO H TOYHO HCUepmbiBa- 
OULMH =COKPOBeHHbIG MOMeHT boxkecTBeHHOrO 
BO3eCHCTBHA Ha CYULeCTBO 4YeTOBe4ecKOoe Ou1a- 
rogaTuH LlepkoBHod XH, OTCHOa, PiaBHbI Xapak- 
TePpHCTHYeCKHH MpH3Hak CBxTOrO I[IpaBoca- 
BHA, KaK 2KH3HCHHOTO YCTPOeHHA 4eTOBeKA. 

TloHATHO, 4YTO TAaKOBbIM MOMCHTOM MOKET 
ObITb H eCCTb Halle NpHyaulenHe Terza nu Kposu 
XpucTosbix. «Hac *e BCeX», YHTACM MOJIHTBY, 
«OT eAHHOrO xXeOa HW YalliH MpHYalilaroulHXxcs, 
cCO@€AHHH Apyr KO Apyry Bo Eguuoro Jlyxa CsBa- 
Toro [Ipuuyacrue... 2a OOPALLeEM MHOCTb H GOvla- 
rOaTb CO BC€MH CBATBIMH, OT BeKa Te6e 6u1a- 
rOYrOAMBUIHMMH: TpaOTIbl, OTIUbI, MaTpHapxH, 
IIpOpOKH, OaroBeCcTHHKH, MYYeHHKH, HCMOBeL- 
HHKH, YYHTebMH; WH CO BCHKHM AVXOM IipaBel- 
HbIM, B Bepe CKOH4ABILIHMCH>. 

Mrak, uTo Ke ecTb Caatoe IlpaBocaaBue H 
MOKeT JH OHO OOpeTaTbcA BHe LWePKOBHO!I 
orpajbl? 


WHAT IS HOLY ORTHODOXY? 


Orthodoxy is not merely right thinking, i. e. the 
profession by man of one or another of the truths of 
his faith, in particular the profession of the Niceno 
Constantinopolitan Symbol. 

Such a definition of Orthodoxy would reflect partici- 
pation in the glorification of the Lord God by only 
one of the primary knowable or theoretical faculties of 
the human being. However, our Orthodoxy should 
attract to the glorification of the Lord all the fullness 
of our spiritual and physical powers. This is the reason 
why our Orthodoxy is, in the personal sense, our whole 
life—all sides of our viability: our mind, our senses, 
our will—all of which in the bosom of Holy Church 
become Orthodox, i. e. are directed in their manifesta- 
tions by the Grace of Christ exclusively to the Glory 
of God. Thus, our limited human knowledge, accord- 
ing to the belief of a person in the Church, is trans- 
formed into the mind of Christ, and the fullness of 
Divine Revelation, which is preserved in the Church, 
reveals itself to man regardless of the degree of his 
education, etc. Precisely so, the human heart, and 
equally, the faculty of free-will of the Christian, is 
directed in its manifestations to the Glory of God, by 
Mother Church, as a special regulation of Church dis- 
cipline and so acts upon it preeminently and in con- 
junction with the Grace of the Church. The Church 
prayer read by the celebrant of the Holy Sacrament of 
the Eucharist after the consecration of the Holy Gifts. 
(in the Liturgy of St. Basil the Great), defines exclusive- 
ly, demonstratively, and exhaustively the hidden mo- 
ment of the Divine Action by the Grace of the Church 
upon the human being, and from here, the main 
characteristic mark of Holy Orthodoxy as man’s way of 
life. It is understood that such a moment can be and 
is our communion of the Body and Blood of Christ. 
“And unite all us,” we read in the prayer, “who par- 
take of the one Bread and the one Cup, one to another 
in the communion of the Holy Spirit... that we may 
find mercy and grace, together with all the Saints who, 
in all the ages, have been well-pleasing unto Thee; 
our ancestors, fathers, the Patriarchs, Prophets, Apostles, 
Preachers, Evangelists, Martyrs, Confessors, Teachers, 
and with all righteous souls who have died in the faith.” 

Thus, what is Holy Orthodoxy and can it be outside 
of the Church’s borders? 

No.—Holy Orthodoxy cannot be outside the Church's 
borders, because it is by its nature Christ's Life of 
Grace within churchmen who remain in the Faith and 
life of their fathers through communion in the one 
Bread and the one Chalice. And this is the true Glory 
of God on earth, i. e. our Orthodoxy, our duty in this 
earthly state of life to glorify and praise with one 
mouth and one heart the all-honorable and majestic 
Name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy 
Spirit. 

Archpriest Alexander Lebedev 
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Her, Caatoe [IlpapocaaBHe He MOXxeT OO- 
peTaTbca BHe LLePKOBHOH Orpadbl, Tak Kak OHO 
CCTb NO CBOCMY CYULeCCTBY OJarowaTHan AXH3SHb 
XPHCTOBa B WEPKOBHbIX JHO0AX («OaarodaTb 
MHJIOCTb» ), IpeObiBarolllHX B Bepe HM XKH3HH OT- 
uOB 4Yepe3 NpHyauleHve eHHOrO Xe6a UH eAH- 
HOH aun. 

STO HW eCCTb HCTHHHAA Ha 3eMJe CaaBa boxus, 


KADONMYHOCTS 


Beanyune Pumckol Llepkspu He cocTaBaneT 
HHKakKOH TaHHbl. PumMckOoO-KaTomHyeckan Llep- 
KOBb 3TO LlepKOBb PpOMaHCKHX HapOOB, a 
nosTOMy HacjieHHWa ApespHero Puma wu ero 
uMnepuHu. OT BpemMeH Kapaa BeauKoro pomau- 
CKHe HapOJbI B3AM Bepx B Eppone u K TOMY *Ke 
TeCHO CBA3SAIMCb C TePMaHCKHMH HapoOsamu. Jo 
9NOXH pedopMallHH POMaHbI HW B 4HCCHHOM 
OTHOWeCHHH Oba HaHOONee 3HAYHTEAbHOH 9T- 
HHYeCKOH rpynnok B Espone. 

OgHako, Kak OObACHHA yxe XOMSKOB B 
«IlucbmMe K peaakTopy» L’Union Chretienne, unc- 
J@HHOCTh HM reorpaduHyeckoe pacnpoctTpaHenne 
HH B KOeM C.ly¥ae He MOryT ObITh NpH3HaKOM 
MCTHHHOCTH Bepbl, T. €. OrMaTHYeCKOH Kacpo- 
aM4HOCTH. HeyxeH TO, YTO ABANeTCH B MUpe 
HaHJV4YWIHM HW HaHOowee HCTHHHBIM, HaHOowee 
paclpoctpaHeHo B HeM? Beyb HM JOHbIHE XPH- 
CTHaH Ha 3e€MJe MeHbIlle, HEKeIH HEXPHCTHAH. 

BuipaxkenHe «Kadoanyeckan» Llepkopb Hal 
Bepa NepBOHavatbHO (yxKe BO BPeMeHa CB. 
Mrnatua AnTHOXHiicKOrO) HayaaH ynoTpebanTb 
B MPOTHBONOJOKHOCTh HOBATOPAaM-epeTHKaM. 
Hopatopos-epeTHkoB TOraa noOexaAaaH TeM 
apryMeHTOM, 4TO HX y4eHHe He COraacHo Cc yue- 
HHemM LlepkBu, KOTOPanH cyulecTByeT Besse B 
MHpe, re ecTb xpuHcTHaHe, B 3TOM BMeLILaTOCb 
TO MOHHMAHHe: a) 4TO CHHAA COraCOBaHHOCTh 
B Bepe Pa3HbIX WePKBeH, PpacceA#HHbIX NO BCeMY 
MHPY, MOXKET MPOHCXOAHTb TOMbKO OT allocTo- 
JOB; 3HA4YHT, «Ka(OAHYHOCTD» 32eCb CBHJe- 
TeAbCTBYeT O06 ANOCTOAbCKOM NPOHCXOKACHHH 
Llepksu; 6) uro Xpuctrosa Llepkosb He MOxeT 
HTTH 3a FTOAOCOM OAHOTO YeNOBeKa HAM OHOTO 
ropowa, a AOA%KHAa HTTH 3a TOAOCOM BCeX LEp- 
KBeli, KOTOPLIe elle CO BPeMeH aMOCTOAbCKHX 
ObIIM CAMHOrAaCHb! B Bepe XpucToBol. Bropok 
apryMeHT COBePLIeHHO ONpaBAbIBaeT CTapocaa- 
BAHCKHH NepeBo c1OBa «Ka@*OJH4eCKHH» BbI- 
PpaxkeHHeM <COOOPHBIM». Bbipaxkenne «BCeJeH- 
CKHH» 3ecb ObII0 ObI HeyMecTHO, HOO nomYep- 
KHBalO Obl reorpadpHyeckHit NpH3Hak, KOTO- 
PhIA COCTABIAeT 31€Cb TOAbKO PaMKH, a CaMbiit 
o6pa3 wormyueckH 32ecbh coBpcem HHO. TIpa- 
BHAbHO 3anBIAeT XOMAKOB, 4TO XpucTosa Llep- 
KOBb, NOKa OHa elle Oniaa coOpana B Vepyca- 
aume, OesycaosHo Oniaa Kadboanyeckol, xoTsa 
ee pacnpoctpanenve Toraa OWAO TOAbKO AO- 
KaJIbHbIM. 

SApanetca a4 PumcKko-katToanyeckan LlepKosp 
Kadoanyeckoh B 3ITOM NepBeAuiem 3Ha4eCHHH ? 








T. @. Hale [IpapociaBue, Halll JOJIF B S3CMHbIXxX 
VCJLIOBHAX ObITHA NpoOclaBATb H BOCHCBaTb 
CJHHbIMH YCTbI H CJHHbIM CepAUeM WpevwecTHoe 
H BeJIMKOJWenNHOe HMA OTia H Cpina H CBaATOrO 
Jiyxa. 
Ipotonepeh Axnekcanap Jle6enes. 
*KypHaa Mockosckon [latpwapxun 
Ne 20-21, 1934 r. 


PUMCKOW LWEPKBH 


Het! M3 3Ha4ueHHA CIOBa «Kad*OuH4eCcKHH»> OHA 
clejaia naporwnw. B nepsBom Thics4ereTHH N0- 
HaATHe «<PuMcKas LlepKOBb» O603Ha4aO TOAbKO 
nomectHyt0 Pumckyw LlepkKosBb, Kak, HallpuHMep, 
MepycamumMckas, AgsekcaHipuiickas, AHTHOXHH- 
ckani Llepkosb. A co BpemeH [puropua VIl-ro 
9Ta JOKadbHan Pumckan LlepkoBb HaBA3ada 
BC€M 3aMaXHbIM WePKBaM CBOH JOKaJbHbIe 1or- 
MaTHYeCcKHe H WPHAMYeCKHe HOBLUIeCTBAa H OO- 
pasOBala COBCeEM HOBYW LiepKOBb, KOTOPOH B 
nepBomM TbICHYeTeTHH He ObII0, T. e. PHMCKO- 
Katoanyeckywo Llepkosp. He Kkadounueckyto 
LlepkoBb (B JaTHHCKOM IIPOH3HOLWICHHH «KaTO- 
AHYeCKYVIO> ) S/mpliciter, A PAMCKO-KaTOJH4eCKYO. 
OAH POpod, OAHH eNHCKON HaBsA3a/IN CBOH JOr- 
MaTHueCKHe HM IOPHAHNeCKHe HOBLIeCTBa BCeli 
SanaaHoii LlepKspu. STO TOwKe caMOe, KaK eCJIH 
Ont Apuro NOcuaCTAMBHAOCh CBOIO epecb HaBsA- 
3aTb BC€M BOCTOUHbIM WePKBaM MH eCIH Obl OH 
Ha3Bal ITY CBOKW HOBYH, ePpeTHYeCKYIO LlePKOBb 
«aJdeKCaHApHHCKO-KaorHny4eckoH.» CaeoBa- 
TeibHO, Pumckas Llepkosb B XI cro“weTHH OTO- 
ppansach ot CobopHok Xpuctroso Llepxksu x 
clelaiacb THMHYHOH CXH3MaTH4eCKOH H epeTH- 
4YeCKOH LWePKOBbW. 

Sro cBoe AelcTBHTeAbHOe AHWO PHMCKas 
LlepKoBb cTapaeTcH 3aByaHpOBaTb TeM, HYTO 
Ha3biBaeT ceOs «KaTOJHYeCKOH»>, HCMOMb3yA B 
JaHHOM CJly4ae CBO BeAHUHHY, a TaK%Ke H TO, 
4YTO PHMCKHH eMHCKOM HMC «MOueTHBIN NMpH- 
MaT,» TIpH3HaHHblii BcesenxckHMH Co6opamu 
Jipesuei Llepksu. Jian KaTomMyueckoH Bepyl- 
eH Macchl 3TO OWeIOMAAWULHe apryMeH- 
Thl, MOTOMY 4YTO OHA He NOHHMAeCT LeCHCTBHTeAb- 
HOrO 3Ha4eCHHA BbIPaKeHHA «Kacboan4ueckHh» 
H MpocTOAyWIHO NMpPHHHMaeT ero B 3Ha4eHHe 
«BCeJeHCKHH (4TO NO-rpeyeckH OpIm0 Ob «9Ky- 
MCHHKOC»> ); KaTOMHYeCKaN Macca He MOXKeET cebe 
mpeACcTaBUTb, YTOObI OOAbUIMHCTBO MOJO OT- 
lacTb OT M@€HbUIMHCTBa H UTOOHI «nepBbiii B 
Llepkpu» (xoTa Ont 3TO OBI TOMbKO OObIKHO- 
BCHHbIH e@MHCKOIN) MOP OTMaCTb OT UHCTOTHI H 
HCTHHHOCTH Bepbl. 

YxRe 30€Cb Mbl JOJXKHbI NOAYEPKHYTb, 4TO 
Pumckan LlepkoBb OCHOBaHa Ha HCKaxKeHHAX 
CaMHX NOHATHH, HAYHHAA OT NOHATHHA «Kapo- 
AM4HbIe, KOTOPOe OHA B3HAa CeOe B KayeCcTBe 
cBOecroO Ha3BaHHA; BOWeT Ke OHA APryMeHTaMH, 
HMCIOULMMH CHJY TOABKO 4A elle HeNpocsBe- 
ueHHow Macchi. Orca noHATHO, moyemy 
HMeHHO B PumcKoH LlepKBH NpOH30lINa TakaA 
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KOMOCCaIbHaA peBOwIOUKA (pecdopMallHA), KO- 
TOpad HH B KaKOH HHOH XPHCTHAHCKOH WepKBH 
He TOJbKO He€H3BeCTHa, HO H HeMbICIHMAa. 

B nmepBOM TbICAYHJeTHH POMAHCKHe HapObl 
TepneiH OT MepeceseHHA repMaHCKHX HapOOB 
H eule He GIO ACHO, YTO GyeT C POMAaHCKHMH 
HapowaMuH. Torga HMeda MpenMyllecTBO Bo- 
crouHad LlepkoBb, nod BOLMTeAbCTBOM Tpeue- 
ckoH. Bce Bcenaenckue Co6opbi B Tex BeKax 
6OblIH rpeyeckumMH. OGpasoBaHHe «PHMCKO-Ka- 
Toanueckoh» Llepksu Obi0 HeMbICAHMO. Kora 
*xe Boctounan LlepkoBb MOA HamOpoM Marome- 
TaH Havada NawaTb, a Sana pactTH, Tora TOMb- 
KO MOria HacTYNHTb MeTaMOpdo3sa PxuMcKoi 
Llepksu. [lepponauyaibHan LlepkoBb axe 3a 
MepycaHMOM He IIpH3HaBada TOrO MpaBa, KO- 
Topoe ce6e c TeyeHHeM BeKOB y3ypNHpoBal 
Pum, 4To6ni Bce XPHCTOBO HaCJeACTBO MpOBO3- 
riacHTb cBOeH cOOcTBeHHOH BOTYHHOH HW axe 
cBOe Ha3BaHHe HaBA3saTb Bcel LlepKBH. 

ITO MOFAO NPOH3OHTH TOAbKO NOTOMY, TO 
Pumckast LlepKoBb Cc Te4YeHHeM BeKOB MPOHHK- 
ach NCHXHKOH H MpeTeH3HAMH ApeBHero A3BI- 
yeckoro Puma. PHM cuntTan <«orbis terrarum» 
(BeCb MHP) CBOHM BaneHHeM. bes 3TOH CaAaBbl 
H TPpawHUHH ApeBHero rocytapcTBeHHOTO Puma 
nanckHH Pum 4 PuMcKo-KaTowHueckan LlepKOBb 
He MOrH Obl HHKOra BOSHHKHYTb. B Je ucTBH- 
TeJIbHOCTH He y all. Iletpa, a B A3BINeCKOM PumMe 
HaO HCKaTb OCHOBaHHH JIA KATOMHYeCCKHX or- 
Matos O PumcKkoli LlepkKsu u ee emncKone.*) 


*) Ws kuurn /loxropa-Ilpotonpecsutepa Taspunasa Ko- 
ctebHuka «PumecKan LlepkoBb Hu efHHCTBO XpucToBol 
LlepxsBH,» n3nanne Mockoscxo# Ilarpnapxun, 1948 r. 
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Apxvenuckon Ajfam B rocTax y npoTonpecsH- 
tepa Tappuuna KocteabHuKa H MaTylkH Ko- 
CTeAbHHK BO JIibBoBe B 1946 r. 
Archbishop Adam during his visit to the late 
Protopresbyter Gabriel Kostelnyk and his wife 
in Lvov in 1946 


CHRISTIAN CHURCHES OF THE EAST 


Mr. Attwater, an English Roman Catholic layman, 
has taken upon himself the staggering task of trying 
to explain the history, doctrines, liturgical rites, and 
raison d’etre of the “Eastern Churches” in two com- 
paratively short volumes. Obviously it is an impossible 
job, one that not even an “expert” would have the 
temerity to attempt. But it must be admitted that 
Mr. Attwater has made a valiant effort. Mr. Attwater's 
two volumes are important, not because they are “‘per- 
fect’’ (far from it), but because there is simply nothing 
else that has been published in the last decade that 
covers the ground that the author attempts to cover. 

By the “Eastern Churches,” Mr. Attwater is referring 
not only to those Churches “in communion with. the 
Holy See,” and those, shall we say: “in communion 
with the Orthodox Patriarchal Sees’ but also of the 
various dissident Eastern Churches: Armenian, Nesto- 
rian, and Monophysite. In a popular review of this sort 
it is obviously impossible to cite the many errors and 
serious misstatements that are to be found in these two 
books. What we will try to do is show in a small way 
just a sample of mistakes that Mr. Attwater allows him- 
self to make. 


Since this is an American Orthodox Journal of the 
Russian Archdiecese, we were particularly interested to 
read what Mr. Attwater had to say regarding the Ortho- 
dox Churches in the United States. To be fair to the 
author, we suppose it should be said that his sources 
are second hand and for the most part misinformed 
about the situation in America. Chapter Seven in the 
2nd volume is entitled “The Orthodox in America” 
and in a brief and unsatisfying manner treats generally 
of the situation here in the United States and then ges 
on to treat of the various “national” jurisdictions in 
this country. Naturally, he first treats of the Russian 
Church and although he mentions Archbishop Vitaly, 
we learn that “the head of the Russian Orthodox Church 
in North America in 1947 is Theophilus Pashkov- 
sky..." Not a word about the then ruling Exarch Ben- 
jamin of the Russian Archdiocese in communion the 
the Patriarchal See of Moscow! We can only believe 
that this was a deliberate omission for in another part 
of the book he quotes Metropolitan Benjamin concern- 
ing the status of religion in Russia. What else can one 
conclude when the true representative of Russian Ortho- 
doxy in the USA is not mentioned but notice is made 
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of the schismatic Theophilus Pashkovsky? He then 
goes on to slur the Russian Church by saying that “not 
more than 100,000 are effectively members of their 
church.”” We could go into a long discussion as to 
what constitutes an “‘effective member’ but all we 
would like to know is on what authority does Mr. Att- 
water make such a statement? Mr. Attwater then goes 
on to make other glittering generalities about condi- 
tions of the Russian Church which, to be charitable, 
are Open to serious question. In four brief paragraphs 
the author dismisses the Greeks and in two even shorter 
paragraphs (four sentences in all!) the author covers 
the Serbian Church. In quick succession, Mr. Attwater 
“covers” the Syrians, Romanians, and Bulgarians. But 
the closing paragraph of this chapter is of such a nature 
that we are forced to doubt Mr. Attwater’s sincerity 
when he says in his introduction: “I have tried to find 
the truth and to set it down objectively, 1 have done 
by my best to be fair to the people about whom I have 
written, and nothing whatever has been said in malice.” 
In the light of what has just been quoted let us impose 
upon the reader of this review the brief last paragraph 
of Chapter Seven, Vol. II: 

“There are various other groups and organiza- 
tions of Orthodox and pseudo-Orthodox in North 
America, such as the so-called autocephalous 
Ukrainian diocese, nearly all of whose 11,000 
members are schismatic Catholics, and the similar- 
ly constituted ‘diocese of Carpatho-Russians’ (about 
18,000 members). These and similar bodies have 
very doubtful canonical status in any church, and 
their organization, composition, and extent vary 
so much and so frequently that any useful account 
of them is as difficult as it is disedifying. They are 
therefore disregarded here.” 

If the amount of truth to be found in this paragraph 
is an adequate criterion for the degree of veracity to 
be found in similar paragraphs of summary throughout 
the two volumes, then we can only throw up our hands 
in dismay. This concluding paragraph of the author's 
is a mastepiece of a composite of truths, half-truths, 
and outright lies! It is unfortunately true that there are 
several groups of pseudo-Orthodox in America and the 
description of them in the last sentence is more or less 
true but the examples he gives of this type of group is 
entirely false! The Ukrainian Orthodox Church of 
Bishop Bogdan Spylka, under the jurisdiction of the 
Greek Archdiocese is a perfectly canonical Church and 
certainly has many more than ‘11,000 members.”” The 
Carpatho-Russian Orthodox Greek-Catholic diocese 
headed by Bishop Orestes Chornock is under the direct 
jurisdiction of the Greek Archdiocese and Mr. Attwater’s 
figure of “18,000” members can only be called a com- 
plete misrepresentation of fact. Bishop Orestes’ diocese 
numbers at least 50,000—if not more. Both of these 
dioceses are canonical Orthodox dioceses and as such 
are recognized by all Orthodox authorities. Mr. Att- 
water, when you obtain your “facts” in such matters as 
this, please, go to an unbiased source, not some bitter 
Uniate that is blinded to the true facts of the matter! 
But perhaps we should be thankful to Mr. Attwater 
for not mentioning in detail the many “disedifying” 





aspects of various pseudo-Orthodox groups in this coun- 
try who have stained the good name of Orthodoxy! 

But if Mr. Attwater is unfair to Orthodoxy in Amer- 
ica, it does not follow that he is similarly unfair to 
Orthodoxy all over the world. On the contrary, in his 
treatment of the Church in Russia, he is, on the whole, 
sympathetic and fair (and of course occasionally in- 
accurate). He is good enough to include among the 
many excellent photographs that enrich both volumes, 
a picture of His Holiness, Patriarch Alexis as well as 
a photograph of three Orthodox Patriarchs at the en- 
thronement in 1945 of the successor of the saintly 
Patriarch Sergius! Certainly for those people that still 
believe the fable that ‘there is no religion in Russia,” 
the author proves quite the reverse. 

As might be — perhaps one of the most sig- 
nificant aspects of present-day Orthodoxy is relegated 
to a disdainful footnote on page 93 of his second vol- 
ume. We refer to the re-introduction into the West of 
Western Rite Orthodoxy. Let us quote this footnote for 
you. “The Orthodox Czechs use the Roman rite, a thing 
unique in Orthodoxy except for a group of similar 
schismatics in Poland: these last had the Roman Liturgy 
in Polish.”” Again, this is a mis-statement of fact. In 
addition to the Czechs and Poles, in France there are 
Western Rite parishes in communion with the Patriar- 
chal See of Moscow and this particular group in France 
has been the intellectual center of a revival of Western 
Orthodoxy. As many of our readers know, the Benedic- 
tine Life has been restored in Orthodoxy under the 
leadership of Dom Denis Chambeault O.S.B. Since 
this group, headed by Msgr. Winnaert at the time of 
their reception into Orthodoxy (in 1937), was accom- 
plished ten years before this new edition of Mr. Att- 
water’s books were published we again can conclude 
only one of two things. Either Mr. Attwater’s omission 
was deliberate or has not attempted to keep in touch 
with major trends in the Orthodox Church. We think 
the latter alternative very doubtful. 

In a review of this sort we obviously cannot take up 
one by one the subjects dealt with by the author but 
possibly by our treatment of only these items will give 
some idea of the trustworthiness of Mr. Attwater’s 
volumes. We leave to the conjecture of the reader just 
how much we may rely on the rest of Mr. Attwater’s 
information. 

Perhaps the outstanding feature of merit in the 
author’s treatment of his material is his‘ manner of or- 
ganization and presentation of material although even 
in this many Orthodox Catholics may resent the fact 
that while a whole volume (Volume One) was devoted 
exclusively to “Eastern Churches in communion with 
the Holy See’ whose members do not excede nine mil- 
lion, the Sastern Orthodox Churches of 150 odd-million 
members are lumped into the second volume together 
with the dissident Eastern Churches! 

In concluding this necessarily brief and inadequate 
review, it may be said that in lieu of anything else 
Attwater’s books may be used, but only with extreme 
caution and only in connection with his bibliography 
which while not adequate at least is up to date. 
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